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DETAILED ACTION 

In response to amendment filed 4/5/2007, claims 1-25 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-12, 14-20, and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 

anticipated by George et al. (US 5,978,648; hereinafter George). 

This holding, incorporated herein, is maintained from the prior action for the cited claims as 
amended. Response to the applicant's remarks are provided below and incorporated herein. 

Regarding claims 1,16, and 22, George discloses a computerized method for curriculum planning 
using a curriculum planning tool, the method comprising: selecting a grade level, an academic discipline 
and a corresponding course (See col. 5, lines 50-60); entering local objectives to be met by the selected 
course; aligning the local objectives with one or more standards; mapping the selections, local objectives, 
and standards into one or more key concepts that support interdisciplinary connections and promote 
conceptual development (See col. 6, lines 48-58); and thereby allowing an instructor to develop 
instructional activities for the selected course that teach key concepts, processes, and critical content; and 
assessing the curriculum against the standards using criterion-reference assessments that are aligned with 
a learning process complexity and based on instructional activities. See Fig. 44 - District goal ratings, 
goal met, goal not met. 

Regarding claim 2, George discloses the feature of selecting discipline specific processes that are 
organized by learning process complexity; and selecting a critical content and vocabulary for the 
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discipline specific processes as identified in a scope and sequence for the discipline aligned with the 
national standards. See Col. 6, lines 13-19, 48-58. 

Regarding claim 3, George discloses a method wherein mapping the selections, local objectives, 
and standards into one or more key concepts comprises supporting a conceptual framework that 
incorporates a hierarchy of conceptual development for the conceptual process. See Fig. 3, Performance 
task list. 

Regarding claim 4, George discloses a method further comprising formatting interdisciplinary 
connections through integration of shared discipline concepts. See Fig. 3, Social Studies/ Language arts. 

Regarding claim 5, George discloses a method further comprising developing a framework for 
sequential strategies based on learning process complexity. See Fig. 3, grades K-12. 

Regarding claim 6, George discloses a method wherein developing instructional activities for the 
curriculum comprises developing and aligning instructional activities for the curriculum that teach a 
structural process of conceptual development and the relationships between concepts and factual 
knowledge, a sequential complexity of the learning process and its relationship to skill-based objectives 
(See Fig. 44, Demonstrate presentation skills), and the development of both discipline specific concepts 
and common discipline-shared concepts for interdisciplinary connections and integration of knowledge. 
See Fig. 4A, District goals and Course Goals. 

Regarding claim 7, George discloses a method wherein the standards include district standards 
and school standards. See col. 6, lines 38-39. 

Regarding claim 8, George provides an assessment for a student based on a result of the 
instructional activity. See col. 7, lines 43-51. 
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Regarding claim 9, George aligns the assessment with the key concepts and state discipline- 
specific grade-level expectations. See Fig. 11, ref. 176. 

Regarding claims 10 and 23, George selects a standard and prepares a report illustrating which of 
the instructional activities apply to the selected standard. See Fig. 4A, District goals and Course Goals. 

Regarding claims 1 1 and 18, George discloses a selected standard that comprises a content 
standard and a process standard. See Figs. 4A, 29-30. 

Regarding claim 12, George discloses an instructional strategy and assessment type in the report 
for each instructional activity. See Fig. 4 A - Performance Criteria. 

Regarding claim 14 George discloses a course further comprising selecting a subtopic within the 
course. See Fig. 3, Social Studies/Language arts and associated topics below. 

Regarding claim 15, George discloses a method wherein mapping the selections, local objectives, 
and standards into one or more concepts comprises: identifying a topic; and viewing the topic through a 
conceptual lens connecting components in one or more disciplines. See Fig. 4A, ref. 45. 

Regarding claim 17, George discloses a computer programmed to accept input data relating to 
selection of a standard and to generate a report illustrating which of the instructional activities apply to 
the selected standard. See Fig 2B, ref. 37. 

Regarding claim 19, George discloses a computer wherein the report includes an instructional 
strategy and assessment type for each instructional activity. See Fig. 4A. 

Regarding claim 20, George discloses a report that includes the academic discipline, grade level, 
and course for each instructional activity. See col. 5, lines 50-60. 
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Regarding claim 24. George discloses making changes to the curriculum based on the 
instructional activities that align with a selected concept. See Col. 16, lines 2-11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

Claims 13, 21, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over George in view of Pellegrino et al. (US 6,149,441; hereinafter Pellegrino). 

This holding, incorporated herein, is maintained from the prior action for the cited claims as 
amended. Response to the applicant's remarks are provided below and incorporated herein. 

George discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of explicitly disclosing the 
feature of reporting which instructional activities are applicable to a career path. However, Pellegrino 
teaches an educational system having a curriculum manager and lesson plan components and career 
opportunities that are related to each lesson. See Pellegrino, Col. 17, lines 55-60. Thus, in view of 
Pellegrino, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the curriculum 
planning system and method described in George, by providing instructional activities and indicating the 
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career path associated with the activity, in order to show a student the real world application of what is 
being learned. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/5/2007 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. It is 
emphasized by applicant that George et al. do not describe, nor suggest, a method for curriculum planning 
that includes mapping selections, local objectives, and standards into one or more key concepts that 
support interdisciplinary connections and promote conceptual development. Applicant additionally 
purports that there is no mention in George et al. of planning or developing instructional activities for the 
selected course that teach key concepts, processes, and critical content. The examiner disagrees. 

The examiner notes the following definitions in applicant's specification: "Concepts are ideas 
based upon experiences". See p. 4, paragraph 19. In addition, applicant describes critical content as 
"factual knowledge and skill based objectives". See P. 5, paragraph 21. George discloses an instructional 
task planner for viewing and maintaining tasks for an academic year for a given date, week, or month by a 
grade or subject (See Col. 5, lines 50-60); wherein the academic subjects are for grades k-12, including 
writing, math, science, interdisciplinary projects, foreign language, business, theatre, cooperative 
learning, journalism, art, music, and sports (See Col. 6, lines 14-18); toolbar 40 for accessing multimedia 
tools for the creation of presentations (See Col. 6, lines 27-32); information including district and school 
goals that are assigned to the task, rubrics and exemplars linked to the task, and procedural criteria and 
evaluative criteria (See Col. 6, lines 34-41). Accordingly George teaches a method of planning and 
developing instructional activities that teach key concepts, processes and critical content. 

Applicant additionally argues that the goal-based system of George et al. is focused simply on 
course content, while the presently claimed method also includes planning of content through which the 
content is absorbed. It is noted by the examiner that there is no claimed step of absorbing content in the 
claims. 
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It is further argued by applicant that George et al. only describe folders that have nothing to do 
with mapping or framing key concepts. The examiner disagrees. ). George discloses information 
including district and school goals that are assigned to the task, rubrics and exemplars linked to the task, 
and procedural criteria and evaluative criteria (See Col. 6, lines 34-41). 

Applicant argues that George et al. do not suggest formatting interdisciplinary connections 
through integrations of shared discipline concepts. The examiner disagrees. George discloses academic 
subjects for grades k-12, including writing, math, science, interdisciplinary projects, foreign language, 
business, theatre, cooperative learning, journalism, art, music, and sports (See Col. 6, lines 14-18). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing 
date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Cameron Saadat whose telephone number is (571) 272-4443. The examiner can normally 
be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Robert E. Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Cameron Saadat 
June 11,2007 



ROBERT E/PtZZUTO 
SUPERVISORY PRIMARY EXAMINER 




